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political organizations to cope with international
economic relations. That is to say, that while economi-
cally we are in a world utterly remote from the sixteenth
century, our political unit is still the unit of Tudor
times. In this case, beyond all shadow of doubt, there
is no sort of identity between State and society. Even
the hardiest Protectionist would not set Ms ban upon
all and every kind of foreign trade in order to preserve
an artificial coincidence between political and economic
relations. But if he really does aim at the self-sufficient
and strictly independent State, that is the course he
must adopt.
Moreover, the identification of State and society is as
dangerous in its results as it is faulty in its logic. For
this identification breeds the narrow mind of the mili-
tarist, and those who cannot find scope for their lust of
dominion within the State, owing to the existence of
law, are left with a lawless congeries of sovereign States
wherein to exercise their acquisitive and destructive
faculties. The declaration of an inter-State war
shatters all the social bonds that run through and across
the nations. Our neighbours A and B are immediately
declared to be members of an indissoluble unity, and all
those members of enemy States, to whom they are bonnd
by common habits, interests, and convictions, are
simply alien people, loaded with all the vices and
existing only to be destroyed. If divergence of intearest
really makes killing no murder (which is, despite
Peace Pacts, still the view of our present international
morality), it would be far more sensible for A and B
to snipe each other over the garden wall, For here are
two people who actually differ in the essentials ; their
neighbourliness is the accident, while their philo-
sophies axe the root of the matter. The 'unity implied
by dwelling in the same street may be purely material;

